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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Fults et al., Patent #5,327,529, hereinafter Fults, Slaughter et al., Patent #6,434,694, 
hereinafter Slaughter and Wilson, Java Platform Performance. 

3. With regard to claim 1, Fults teaches a display (see figures 14 and 15), and 
application program adapted to execute from a processor that operates from an 
operating system (see column 2, lines 10-15 and column 1, lines 25-36), a memory (see 
column 20, lines 21-39), and a software component that fetches a list of text contained 
in memory for producing a list upon the display (see column 13, lines 10-15). Fults, 
however, doesn't teach the display being independent of the OS. Slaughter also 
teaches the creation of a list, but further teaches the display not dependent on invoking 
a display routine from the operating system (see column 6, lines 61 through column 7, 
line 6). Wilson teaches Swing which is Java's version of an OS independent user 
interface display API, similar to that of Slaughters OS independent control. Wilson 
further teaches on page 145 Swings pluggable look and feel. It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, having the teachings of Fults, Slaughter, and 
Wilson before him at the time the invention was made to modify the list display of Fults 
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to include the independent display routines of Slaughter and Wilson. One would have 
been motivated to make such a combination because this independent display provides 
a common interface no mater which operating system the list is being displayed on. 

4. With regard to claim 2, which teaches the application program adapted to 
operate during runtime, Slaughter further teaches, in column 4, lines 51-59, the 
application being in a runtime system. With regard to the further teaching of creating a 
list prior to fetching it from memory, Slaughter further teaches, in column 6, lines 61-67 
and column 7, lines 15-20, allocating space for the list prior to populating it. 

5. With regard to claim 3, which teaches the list only created once in memory, 
Wilson teaches the use of Swing, on page 145, which is disclosed in the specification 
on page 31 to obviate the need for a redundant memory array. 

6. With regard to claim 4, which teaches an image upon the display being created 
independent of the operating system, Wilson teaches, on page 145, Swing having a 
pluggable look and feel. 

7. With regard to claim 5, which teaches a peer component coupled between the 
software component and a list of java swing component, where the peer component has 
a pointer for translating call routines, Fults further teaches, in column 24, lines 36 and 
column 25, line 10 and in figure 21 , a peer component between two User Interface 
components interpreting and routing information. Fults doesn't state specific Ul 
components but Wilson further teaches, on page 145, two user interface components 
one being AWT and the other being Swing. It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art, having the teachings of Fults, Slaughter, and Wilson before him 
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at the time the invention was made to have the Ul element of Fults be the AWT and 
Swing elements as taught by Wilson. One would have been motivated to make such a 
combination because AWT and Swing are two Ul elements, which provide interfaces 
that are cross platform. 

8. With regard to claims 6 and 15, which teach the peer component emulating some 
of the behavior of the second peer component adapted to serve as an interface 
between the software component and the object, Wilson further teaches, on page 149, 
the similarities between the Swing and AWT components but that for lists with a large 
number of items Swing is the obvious choice. 

9. With regard to claim 7, which teaches the second peer component being part of 
AWT, Wilson further teaches, on page 149, the second peer component being of AWT. 

10. With regard to claim 8, which teaches the system of software components 
comprising Java swing API, Wilson teaches, on page 145, the use of Swing, a java 
based API. 

1 1 . With regard to claims 9 and 16, which teach the object being part of a graphical 
user interface associated with the application program, Fults further teaches in column 
24, lines 36-50 and in figure 21 , the object being part of a GUI associated with an 
application program. 

12. With regard to claim 10, which teaches the object being a choice or list control, in 
column 13, lines 10-15, the object being a list. 
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13. With regard to claim 1 1 , which teaches the application program being in java 
programming language, Slaughter further teaches, in column 4, lines 51-59, the 
application programs being in a Java virtual environment. 

14. With regard to claim 12, Fults teaches a display system (see figures 14 and 15), 
and application program adapted to execute from a processor that operates from an 
operating system (see column 2, lines 10-15 and column 1, lines 25-36), a memory (see 
column 20, lines 21-39), and a software component that fetches a list of text contained 
in memory for producing a list upon the display (see column 13, lines 10-15). Fults, 
however, doesn't teach the display being independent of the OS. Slaughter also 
teaches the creation of a list, but further teaches the display not dependent on invoking 
a display routine from the operating system (see column 6, lines 61 through column 7, 
line 6). Wilson teaches Swing which is Java's version of an OS independent user 
interface display API, similar to that of Slaughters OS independent control. Wilson 
further teaches on page 145 Swings pluggable look and feel. It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, having the teachings of Fults, Slaughter, and 
Wilson before him at the time the invention was made to modify the list display of Fults 
to include the independent display routines of Slaughter and Wilson. One would have 
been motivated to make such a combination because this independent display provides 
a common interface no mater which operating system the list is being displayed on. 

15. With regard to claim 13, which teaches creating comprising communication the 
call routine to lines of code within a peer software component that serves to point to the 
list file, Fults further teaches, in column 6, lines 61 through column 7, line 6, column 13, 
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lines 10-1 5, and in figure 21 , a peer component that links two different APIs for use in 
creating a list on the display. 

16. With regard to claim 14 t which teaches a peer software component that serves to 
point to the list file within memory, Fults further teaches, in column 6, lines 61 through 
column 7, line 6, column 13, lines 10-15, and in figure 21, a peer component that links 
two different APIs for use in creating a list on the display. 

1 7. With regard to claim 1 7, Fults teaches a computer readable medium comprising: 
an application program adapted to execute from a processor that operates from an 
operating system (see column 2, lines 10-15 and column 1, lines 25-36), a memory (see 
column 20, lines 21-39), and a software component that fetches a list of text contained 
in memory for producing a list upon the display (see column 13, lines 10-15), and this 
list containing item selectable by the user (see column 8, lines 45-55). Fults, however, 
doesn't teach the display being independent of the OS. Slaughter also teaches the 
creation of a list, but further teaches the display not dependent on invoking a display 
routine from the operating system (see column 6, lines 61 through column 7, line 6). 
Wilson teaches Swing which is Java's version of an OS independent user interface 
display API, similar to that of Slaughters OS independent control. Wilson further 
teaches on page 145 Swings pluggable look and feel. It would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art, having the teachings of Fults, Slaughter, and Wilson 
before him at the time the invention was made to modify the list display of Fults to 
include the independent display routines of Slaughter and Wilson. One would have 
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been motivated to make such a combination because this independent display provides 
a common interface no mater which operating system the list is being displayed on. 

Conclusion 

18. The prior art made of record on form PTO-892 and not relied upon is considered 
pertinent to applicant's disclosure. Applicant is required under 37 C.F.R. § 1 .1 1 1(c) to 
consider these references fully when responding to this action. The documents cited 
therein teach systems for linking APIs in an operating environment. 

19. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Dennis G Bonshock whose telephone number is (703) 
305-4668. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday, 8:30 a.m. - 5:00 
p.m.. 

20. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Cabeca can be reached on (703) 308-31 16. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

21 . Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). /(/ 
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